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the citizens had been acceiTary to the murder, and not a fmgle petfon was   Chapter
difcovered who had been   concerned in   it.     Notwithstanding this defi-
ciencys the majority of the peers thought it neceffary to bring in a bill of
pains and penalties againft the provoft and city, for conniving at, or not pre-
venting the perpetration of fo atrocious a deed.

The bill was oppofed in a very animated fpeech by the duke of Argyle$
who contended that it was an ex poft fa6to Iaw3 punifhing a whole commu-
nity for crimes within the reach of the inferior courts of jiifti.ee. It was
neverthelefs carried by a majority of 54 againft '2.2, and fent down to the May
commons, under the title of " An Aft to difable Alexander Wilfon, efquire*
from taking, holding^ or enjoying, any office or place of magiftracy? in the
city of Edinburgh, or .elfewhere, in Great Britain, for irnpriibning the faid
Alexander Wilfonr and for abolifhing the guard kept up in "the faid citys
.commonly called the town guard; and for taking away the gates of the
Nether Bow Port qf the faid city, and keeping open the fame/1

Such was the titles aud fuch were the penalties of this famous bill, as it
was fent to the commons.   Jt is-certain, the minifteriat party in the houfe of
.peers, had not thoroughly confldered the nature of the Scottifli conftitution,        :
as left by the ad of union ; nor was the evidence fufficient for juftifying the
feverities contained in. the bill   Wilfon, the lord provofts was a weak well-
meaning mans and had afted to the beft of his courage and capacity; and
the greatefl, imputation fixed on him by evidence, was his not having been
adive in arming the citizens the day before the riot had happened,
only vague rumours were whifperec}.   With refpedt to the penalties ii
upon the city, of Edinburgh, doubts were raifed whether they could regu-
larly be impofedj everj. by a Britifli parliament, confiftently with the articles
of union*.

Accordingly, the oppofition was violent arid ftrenuous s moft of the perfons  In the
who had appeared at the houfe of lordss were again examined before the com-  of commons*
mons; petitions were; received^ and counfel heard againft the bill The Scot-
tifli members, who were affe&ed by the ftigrna to be affixed on their ca*
pital, and looked upon the queflion as a national concern, unifoi-mly op-
t pofed, and many of them, particularly Dt^ncan Fgrbes, the lord advocate
\of Scotland, difpUyed great abilities.   On every reading it produced frefti
debates, and in one inftance was carried only by the cafting voice of colonel
Bladen, the chairmaii of the committee.

Walpole fpoke pnly on the firft reading, and then he faid but a few words

* TindaLt no
